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Merch 12th 1935 


Dr. Robert Spear, Secy., 

Board of Foreign Mission of the 
Presbyterian Chureh, 

156 Fifth Avenues, 

New York City. 


Dear Dr. Spear:- 


I was present last Thursday at the so-called trial 
of Dr. Machen in Trenton, N.Jd. and it is impossible for me to be- 
lieve that you, Dr. Brdman and others can be a party to encourage 
proceedings of this kind. | Oa e 

The judges brought in a ruling which definitely and 
conclusively prohibited Dr. Machen from offering any evidence at 
ali. This could not have occurred in any civil court in the United 
States of Americe where a defendant is always entitled to offer a 
defense. It is true that the defense may be rejected but he is 
entitled to offer it. These judges would not even receive it and 
wade this announcement of their own volition before the trial was 
commenced. } 


Actions of this kind cause people to wonder what 
is so very wrong that the Court does not dare permit any evidence. 
This vonder is justified. The accusation has been made by Dr. 
Machen and some of the rest of us that the Board of Foreigh Missions 
is not upholding the doctrinal standards of the Presbyterian Church. 
We believe that we have ample proof that can be offered. Dr. Machen 
has practically been arrested by the church and is being tried be- 
cause of these accusations of his, and he should be permitted to 
offer his evidence in open court. ie : 


If he is not permitted to do so then it is conelusive 
proof that the Presbyterian Board of Foreign Missions is endeavor- 
ing to conceal something from the Church. If 1 was secretary of a 
Board which have been accused 1 would be the first one to invite 
the Church to come in and make a public investigation and let the 
facts be known. fhe United States Congress is always investigat- . 
ing something and giving wide publicity to the findings. Why is it | 
that the Board of Foreign Missions, when it has been publicly accused 
not only doesn't ask for an investigation, but definitely refuses to 
permit evidence tombe offered in the proper Tribumal? Certainly the 
time has been reached when these matters should be brought out into 
) the open. It is all right to say that the Board has nothing to hide. 
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There are many of us, aaidines: who nelieve that the ‘Board is derinit ly 
hiding something-- in fact a number of things. Why not give us an 
opportunity to conduct an investigation and if we are wrong your = 
‘position then will be all the stronger and we will admit defeat. 


| | You are in a position to. ask for ‘and ‘Sneiat upen ap | open Kae & me 
investigation: not alome by the close friends of the Board and not 
in any secret session of any committee but by the opposition of oe &; 
the Board and openly. It is plain to see from the action of the See 
Commission trying Dr. Machen, and from statements made by Dr.Govert, — ret 
several weeks ago that the leaders of the Church, before any charges — 
were filed against Dr. Machen, had their minds made up that. he was. 
guilty and also what punishment should be meted out to him. re 
is most extraordinary and is not in keeping with the high ‘stendard 
that the Presbyterian Church has maintained in the past. iiever-— 
theless this has been done and the a de is aware Rays at and is ace 
coming more aware every day. 


The only way that this Mattes could oo scavenbasek ‘out is ‘ 
for the Board of Foreign Hissions to voluntarily ask for an investi- 
gation in public. tr. the accusations which we have made are —. 
I, for one, will be very quick to leave the Independent Board and | 
agree hereafter to support the Official Board, but nothing but an 
open investigation can convince me, as the methods adopted by Ge: ie tag ae 
powers tc be up to date seem to be very devious, and certainly not Pe cea 
. equal to the standards maintained es bodies ebtER. on lomhi. ntahncenae Pei: s 
: be ‘dupe naetieate’ | } en 


I will be very glad to work with you toward organizing 
Vt rieu an cnt aigretsinaichis ops 


eae) : bs very oe sai 
JEB/ABR hrs) 


, te De eo! 


WIS P. JOHNSTON, Chairman CARL L. MEIER, Vice Chairman 


THE HOSPITALITY COMMITTEE 


ONE HUNDRED AND FORTY-SEVENTH GENERAL ASSEMBLY 
THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN THE U. S. A. 
Cincinnati, Ohio, May 23-29, 1935 


HEADQUARTERS 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, CINCINNATI, OHIO 


March 15, 1935 


To the Commissioners 
The 147th General Assembly 
The PreshytertansChurch im toe. 


Greetings: 


We foel that you are fortunate in having been se- 
lected as a Commissioner to the General Assembly 
méeting in Cincinnati‘ May 2a oe woes 


We wont you to secure the hotel reservation that 
you assire while in Cincinnati and have, therefore, 
made overy effortslo- list Che aap reret type ses 
accommodation available. Our hotels are very con- 
venient to the place of meeting, and the rates are 
reasonable, meeting the desires of all we are sure. 


Please read the enclosed questionnaire over care- 
fully and return 2t as scon -astneesiole In vtie 
acdressed envelope. Meeting your wishes in regard 
to room assignment will depend quite largely on the 
promptness of your return of this questionnaire. 


Hoping you may enjoy yourselves at this Assembly, 


Heartily yours 


Lewis fae 


Chaiyman 
if 
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THE NORTH INDIA UNITED THEOLOGICAL COLLEGE 
SAHARANPUR, U. P.. NDIA. 


SS 


Copy for Stew. 


OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL. 17-53-1935 cee 
DY. Robert E, Speer, scebelucns ho PS gene ee 
Presbyterian Board of Foreign giiiGen, , as 

156 Fifth Avemue, ea | 

New York City, 


My dear Dr,Speer:-. 


: This is a beautiful Sabbath ita in Landéus 
one of the sort of which IT recall you remarked years ago when you 
were out here, that there is no finer weather in the world than 
our North India winters. I have just brought my family to the 
Hills for the opening of Woodstock and am enjoying a few days rest 
myself after the close of our Spring term in the Seminary. Examina- 
tions will be the order of the day in a week's time an@ in the siean- 
time our students are preparing i the same. |e 5 an free for a 
few days. : we 
on the 25th of February the Board General Letter; 

No.93, dt. January 14th, came to hand, and about two weeks ago I re= 

ceived your letter of January 25th in reply to my 3-fold letter, — 

T 41d not reply at once to the latter because I. 

wanted a bit of time for reflection and prayer. It seemed to me 

that a comparison between the remarks you made about our corres- | 

pondence in the General Letter referred to and whet you have written 

me privately in your last letter was called for, and I confess that 

T did not at once see my way through the maze. 

Permit me to thank you most heartily for the kindly 
manner in which you refer to your own "undiminshed affection" for 

me, I can say wholeheartedly that throughout these months Tf have not 

left off feeling the same for you for a single moment. We may dis- 

agree radically as to “methods” and even, I think, as to the ethics 

of a situation and the proper action called for under certain circum 

stances. But this need not lead to any diminution of our mtual 

respect, love and toleration. As a young man with far less of 

Christian experience upon which to draw for forming proper ju weal 

in such matters, I am at any rate capable of appreciation for he 
- gonsideration you havé shown me in the whole matter. . 

At the same time, I do not think it would be ethieally 
justifiable for me to allow our correspondence to cease at this pointe 
that is, without at least answering your two letters to which refere 
ence is mate above. And that for the TEAST, that I think somewhat 
of vital importance remains to be said. Please bear with me once arene < 
then, as I try to make my position clear to you. I shall ciate that 
this may be my last letter to you on the. subject. | 


tot, permit me to point out that in the course nae. Ss 


genes 


‘ _ 


2 | 


this correspondence you have made three assertions about my share. ae pa , 


in it that I cannotbut consider entirely unjistified:- 
1) that my representations regarding certain indivi- 


a 


.* 3 
, * re 


duels in the Mission or on the Board are "false and unworthy". ? | 


2) that my letter to Dr.Robinson indicated "more nere 
vous instability” than clear insight", |. I ga PO 
) that "Several details which had not beer printed - 
proved to be entirely mistaken and there was reason to  - 
think that the whole charge was rather personal than | 
theological", Se: ok PN Bier ithe ae | i 


To the first of these accusations I have already repliea Se 


at length. I think I need add nothing to what I have already said. 


One might adopt one of several points of view regarding 
the second. It is only too. obvious that one construction which might 
be placed upon your words is, that you have numbered with with that — 
great host who, since the days of our Lord and like Him, have been said 
to be "beside themselves". Canon G,W,Wade in his new translation of | 
the Nf (Murby-1954) translates 1 Cor.2:2 thus- “And I came to you / 
in a condition of weakness and apprehension and great nervousness". s+ 
and 2 Cor. 5:lj- "For if, as some represent, we were on certain occa- 
sions out of our mind, it was from passionate devotion to God, and 
if we are onee more in our senses, it isto serve you", What a malti- 
tude of valnerable spots the great Apostle, and for the matter of that, 
our Lord Himself, presented to his opponents, . aa ‘< | 


Bat I prepose to make the requisite exertion of mwAdde os: 53 


to believe” that you were trying to let me down lightly in what you — 
said in this regard. So be it: I am grateful for your consideration 

in the matter. But I cannot accept this as a reason for my having 
written to Dr.Robdinson as I didi My only elaim to il] health has 
nothing whatever to do with the case in hand, Since this correspon= 
dence began IT have had some & or 10 x-rays taken and also a blood : 
test ( the latter analysed at the Pasteur Institute in Kasauli), and 
it is now clear beyond the shadow of a doubt that my trouble these  . 
past 8 years has been Bacillary Dysentery of the Flexner Group type. 

I have just taken six vaccines to get rid of the germ and may have — 


to take more. It took the doctors a long time to find this out and eae 


in the meantime, I have been told that I had all sorts of ailments. — 
But these have nothing whatever to do with my letter to Dr.Robinson. — 

As for the third accusation, I am utterly dumb-founded. 
What shred of evidence have you that my accusations were "personal" . 
and not theologicel? In making this accusation against me you attri- 
buted to me a motive which I have always consistently abhorred, which 
I consider the basest that can enter into religious controversy, and 


about which IT search my own heart every time I write anything of a. e e 


controversial nature. If onsclence were not absolutely clean of — 


every taint of this unclean hing, I could not have had the courage 


to carry on this correspondence with you. I now pk bos to believe ““& 


es I make a statement of which I recognize the full solemnity: I take 
oath in the sight of God that, as I know my ow heart, I neither 
nourish a personal grudge or animosity toward any member of our North — 
India Missions, toward any member of the Board, or toward anyone on 


earth; nor had I any such grudge or snimosity toward anyone when I oot % 


wrote as I did to Dr Robinson. 


Sf ie writes, speaking specfi 
when we turn to America, we 


3 
Ought not the fact that t PEN ae refase the de you 
any names in order to clear: my own position, coupled with that i gare 4° 


that you learned of ny use of hag Speers! name only’ by an inad 
tence over which T had no control, be decisive in hyn matter of cre 
sonal" interests in this matter? A¢ for Carter, I have already told 


you that I admire and love him-. at a distance, for we never come into — 
contact with one another save. at annual meeting, I average perhaps — 
Six sentences a year with him, have hever been on a comnittce with him 
in 15 years that IT ¢an recall (I have a hazy recollection that we | 
have served together on the Hill Howse Committee several years ago), 
never have haf a querrel with him on any subject whatsoever that I 
remember, ant cannot even claim to know him: ntimately. What I do 
know about him. is all to the good, except. that: ‘gS I said before, I. 
had heard that he ‘was a "Liberal", TI assure you that my whole interest, 
. in this matter fron start to finish has been, is, and so oad as r can 
have any control over it, Rca: remain Shewlogresh +: ) 4 


| {think now that you have 2, ‘right to now! my pind on 
the points you x din your last letter, for I do not. appear to have 
male myself entirley clear even yet. I shall refer to the ae: an 
accordance with your ‘Own numbering and T shall he RELOS te om rig 


No, na i? you will kindly refer to my ‘arter + ee ede 3 
MacAfee of November 3rd, 1634 in which this matter was fidtt raised, — 
you will find that my words were these- "If you will look through ~ 
recent series of letters to Dr.speer, I think > fae wild os move - 
have said. the iden ical things to him, with th sible exe ees 
thet J did not usephe word "niterian' in an MOY ge 
believe T have given you sufficient. proof of the ory of this state= : 
ment. As for the "10%", I was naturally thinking of the men only 
when I spoke of "preaching the Gospel", By the "Gospel" IT meant the 
only thing that goes by that name in the: NT, =. the blood sacrifice ot 
Christ on behalf of us simmers. As for their"not belteving"it, Tt e 
used the term "believing" in the only legitimate sense I know of,- 
naaely, that of the Nf a belief that inspires action. I believe —_ 
that Dr.Robinson, for whom alone I was writing, please. remember, at 
therefore I did not feel called upon to define the terms J used,- 
Say, I belicve that he would understand my Licsind heat these 1 re terms 
in their. proper Nt sense, =. 
“Wo.4- I think the @istinotion 3 make Setdéad my =< 
: localization of my statements to the North Tnad t Missions and Pr. 
Edwin tewis's general analysis of the situation as it exists inthe... 
Church at large, is one that has a certain validity. But both. analyses e 
are after ahi on the same horizontal plain: no one would. cap og eC ge See a 
noment that Dr.Lewis was referring to Mohammedans, or 
in his book, We was reffering to the Christian church ‘only, And ‘sO. 
it might be argued that for him to speak of this "church ot larg as Sal, ; 
an “apostate” Church was a far graver thing than for me to lo ize. aS. ras 
ae plaint to the North India Missions, but DrsLewis does in fact pe 
make it plain in more than on’ connection thet he is speaking of hie 
own denomination among others, or even to the exclusion of others, 
(See, for inetance, pages 200ff).  Purther, since writing to you ae 
quoting from his book, I have been in. correspondence with Bi 
“Badley of Bombay about 2 ee and am. the aay a iether nce, 


4 


| - professors' chairs, both college and seminary, peo oe men. nat only 
- of liberal theological yiews but of marked modernistic opinions, I. 


think their influence is now‘eakening, but they are still alert and . 
agcressive™. Nor do f that any reader of Dr.Lewis's book 


Would fail to discover that he has his awn church, among: others, An 


* 


But let me once agadn call your attention to the fact 


that my letter to Dr,.Rebinson was a private communication and not ine 


tended for the church at large. One can make statements to a friend — 
which one heartily believes to be true- whether general or local, — 
and which he would not care to be galled upon to prove, not because > 
they are untrue to fact, but because they are of a. character to elude . 
demonstration. For, as Dr.Lewis well says in hie book- "Seapuse tote 
cannot prove your case does not mean that your case is false" (p. ae 
Certainly, then, any member of an organization has a right to write to 
s geadhigacad member of the same and tell him of conditions in hits gorner, gQ © 
s he: remains within the bounds of what, ne heya mite d velleves ae 
to be true. That is exactly what. I hee Les : ae . 
Now5~ I repeat, Ih ‘g 0 such ee eee 3 
when I.bélieve it to be justified and 4 feel. at. +6 = ny ag wee ‘under 


God to make such  eNarce, I shali dé so ac cording to the regular — 


channels provided by the Law of ow Church, I wrote to a friend a: | 


-eonfidential Letter in which I said that there are: Unitarians an a: 


Punjab Mission (my opinion only, of course); I also told him that "fT . 


/ and to the "10¢" was excluded, The statement I drew. up for investi= 
. gation was couched in very general terms, — 


“Buppose it would not be wrong to say that not ten per vent of my aiseten ie Roe 


ever preach the Cospel from year end to year end" (1 quote from the — 
printed editorial). That is not the language of a. technical "oharce™s 


Parther, in my statement to you (see Letter No TI of the 3~fold series) e Peat 


X did not allude to their being Unitarians in the Mission; I said I” 
did not wish to be held to prové this, Nor did I repeat the "409" 


“-vatio. I said that this did not mean that I withdrew these. statements aoe 
, @8 being false, But that they were of such a character that I did not” 


wish to he asked to prove them. In suggesting, therefore, that if fe 
the Board investigated these statements and they were found to be “true 
I would retract. them, it, was plain that the reference to "Unitarians™ 


It is, therefore, ineecreak to say ‘of me~ "You. are ie? 
ing them (meaning, ‘the. members of the Mission’) to be guilty and pre 
nouricing them to tA ty until they have proved themselves innocent". “‘No= oe 


not of being "mitarlans” or of being included in the 90%. I have len og 
-/@ very general statement about conditions.in our Mission and I have aN 
. that these conditions pertain, and they do. fut the. words “Unitariens 
- 40% and 90%" Go not occurr in that general statement. Those were for 
~. the ear of e friend alone ai with reference to them T will s ply | 
that I have framed a judgment as to the doctrinal position of oe 


members of the Miestona in North India (Presbyterian). his is not a by Oe ok 


- Yesult of mich observation, No intelligent man could do otherwise. — . 
I am sure thet all theologically-minded people in our Missions here — 
have formed such a judgment about me and I in no way resent it. ee 


it: 
sta: 


SeSiee, 


judgment”. It was formed: over a long period of years. ‘and is the 


“doubt they sometines speak to friends about this judg shay’ have — 
ola of me, perhaps they even write others about ite ither — 
Fi veg| nor T in so ed are Pi acing ve re decane Mande 40° for one propose _ 


wi 
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I do not consider it to be a correct use of language — 
to speak of me as “holding” or "pronouncing" anyone guilty for the pte 
sole reason that I have formed a judgment about them. — is quite 
a different thing from my saying that in calling my statements "false 
and unworthy" you have made me out as guilty without adequate examina- 
tion of the truth of my statements. TI have formed a fdr big ae i 
- and communicated it to a friend; you have said thet judgment is fals 
and unworthy. I do not discern the similarity between the two 
procedures that leads you to write as you do under No.5, 


Again, I do not consider 14 quite accurate to say, 

"In every case where you have specified an individual and made an in= | 
vestigation possible, you have been proved to be wrong", Iam not ~~ 
aware of having been proved wrong in what I believe I said (I have oy 
not yet received from Dy.Robinson my exact words), except as revards — 
Carter Speers. TI was in your opinion wrong about what you thought — 

I said regarding Howard Anderson and Dr eDodd. But I mast protest — 
that in my opinion you did not hear aright. \I shall have to be allows 
ed the liberty of so thinking until my impression of wheat I sei@.ie 9 or 


shown to be untrue, | ead 3 SG ec Nii uenoas Nh Mae Bae ce 2 
J must protest that T have not "indicted the Punjab = = 
Mission" and, therefore, there is no "individual accused" and so E_ 
am not bound to give you any “evidence in each case". I have done 
two things:~ ist, written a confidential letter to a friend which 1 
had @ right to do; 2nd, made to you a very general statement of a. 
theological situation existing in our Mission. If you wish to dis- 
cover whether this general statement is correct, you can simply — 
quote it in a letter to the Executive Committee and ask them to en= | 
quire of the Mission whether it is true or false. T believe it would” — 
receive confirmation by a majority vote of our Mission, = | 
I cannot believe it to be preposterous for me to Suge 
gest -CAPe 2111 by emi cht be thought preposterous for me to ask that you 
enquire wathex of every member of the Mission whether he or she is 
& "Upiterian" or eveh a “liberal”, but I have not suggested any such 
thing. Nor do I even suggest that you enquire about the gerenal state- 
ment in my Letter No. II. i have simply pointed out, wheat is obvious; — 
that such an enquiry can be made. toate iiaits' Dea ii oe Raga a oli Phere Or alos 
“No. b= I must protest that I am not aware of having = 
tried "to avoid the responsibility involved in the statements 'I’ have 
made by saying that we are none of us the kind of Christians we ought 
to be". Where have T said anything of this sort? You ‘Lurhter say, — 
"Your statements...were used and understood as a charge by one who 
claimed to be faithful himself ageinst others whom he declared to be | 
unfaithful", Saving the words "used" and “charge” in this sentence, 
which T repudiate, the sentence is true to fact and exactly what I ine apt 
tended should be understood, nor can I find that I have written any- 
thing to the contrary. If in your opinion I have done so, please aan 
abandon the idea that I meant anything of the Kind,’ TI cannot imagine 
what you refer to here, but if it should be to the fact that Tsay Io 
"put myself in the picture", please note the context of that statement. 
Surely, the context makes it clear that TI nean exagtly this whena = 
man has served in an organization for some 15 years and knows what — Bee ner 
_ Gonditions in it are, and does nothing to remedy those conditions, . 
_ except to feebly raise his voice in protest from time to time, and © 


_ Continues on in that organization, then this means that he "as accept. 


i aenrey this seaimoo 0 ed basaal Presses: aan 


Se : sate Bok Dg 
if ‘ , A | < ae | “4 ; 
6 . “ss Se ae oy : 
ed a certain moral ebdpagdhnat ity ‘for their oi | shabapienet ae % 
I believe you will agree that this is so. ‘Tha exactly the ont 


tion in which I find myself and my eeneriiidin brethren to be. a ade “ A 


no ways different from the condition of affairs at Home, however. — 


personally believe that every member of. the Presbyterian Church in the % 


UsSeAe 1s compromised by conditions existing in that Church, The 


question simply arises- when will conditions become so bad that a con= heh es 


servative or evangelicol can no longer compromise his conselence by 


etaying in the organization? It has erisen thousands of times in ‘the we 


history of the Gharch end is neither new nor strange, It is a situation 
conducive of great “strain” and I assure you that the only "nervous © _ 
instability" from which I suffer is that indueed by this theological 
situation, coupled with my coneern te see it set right. «There mst 
be thousands of others-° ministers, and orem Ae ‘saifering fron, xe ‘Bane. 
malady at the present MOMeNG. » .. | 
! T do not. Snide retand your ve ferences to. whet: 3 have. 
said about "liberals, modernists, unitariaus™ being" 00d fcliows". : 


I do not recognize any logical faléeyin kame holding- ist, that a mam | eas 


may be a "nice fellow” and 2nd, that he be a Uniterian or what not. spe 


_. I kmow gome Sikhs, Mohamiedans and Hinuds who are “nice fellows", 


end some of them are among my “good friends". - I de not recognize 


any conflict here, I agree with you most heartily that Sec pees < 


seema to be one of the most deadly of all doctrinal heresies". It is 
Arvienism— another: religion, not Christianity. | ‘Nonehheless Ido not... 


use these terms as terms of reproach, any more than 2 5o use ‘those of “ips a 


- Pohemmetant si, Sikhism, or Hinduism. re 
Pinally, I am aware that ‘there are ‘those ‘who. would sale 


attack me for what IT have written and try to prove ne dectrinally une hee 
sound, though I do not think there to be ag much likelihood of this: 

as you think, Every party in a Church dispute has its extremists; 

from such there is no. escape. Rut my only answer here would be that. 

I have written what I have written out of: sincerity of heart and 
motive. If some would attack me for this, well- I -should just have 

to submit to their attack. I see Re manner ae Sbsape: fron Whee. 


ete ee Re ew H ee le tattoo a 


1 Q~3— 1935 ~~ ‘Since. ‘phncudae: this. letter, ae have Shera ‘that: PRLS 9g) 


a has heard about my mentioning hia name, or at: Riou ‘that i wrote ‘the | 


letter referred to 4n Board General. Letter No. 93. ie Sierofoney ¢ G res cee 


‘ enclose herewith a letter I have just written to hin 
Tam assured that 1¢ is known general, x in Lahore ‘Suck 
our: weterontin in that letter are to me. May I point out, 
x that letter you nowehere gave me credit for apes ‘written. you at 
 -enge to say that I was the author of the letter. to Dr.Robingon. - 
pute me in rather a bad light, I fear. Srp ask bier * some Lind you 
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‘Sheree, 


J. HOWARD PEW 
1608 WALNUT STREET 
PHILADELPHIA 


March 19, 1935 


Dr. Stewart M. Robinson, 
1161 East Jersey Street, 
Elizabeth, N.d. 
Dear Dr. Robinson: 

I am taking a chance and sending you 
$75.00 to pay for the works of John Calvin. 
I do this, however, in entire ignorance as to 
what hiss political and economic ideas were. 
If they be not opposed to Government in business, 
then I have made just one more contribution to 
help destroy the civilization that our forefathers 


have built up for us. 


Sincerely yours, 


Vics 


JHP:B 
Enc. 


First Presbyterian Church 
Sixth Avemie 
Pittsburgh, Ja. March 21, 1955. 


CLARENCE EDWARD MACARTNEY 
MINISTER 


Dear Dr. Robinson: 


I have just read your courageous 
editorial on the case of Dr. Machen. When 
your letter came 1 was out of the city, and 
have returned only today. Just now it is 
not possible for me to comply with your re- 
quest. Perhaps a little later on, I shall 
be able to do so. 


With best wishes, t am 


Faithfully yours, 


UY fleece tXtec, 


March 24,1955 


Dear Doctor Matthews: 


(1) If the GeAe gave a judicial decision (like the 
Supreme Court gold decision) in re Ind. Bd and its members, then . 
it tried and sentenced these men without a hearing and An defiance 
of all known legal canons, among Anglo=Sa:dnse 


(2) If GAs issued a madate ise. a legislative act, if 
you pleaso, a declaration, then that could be tested by a defendant 
before the chureh courts begiining in the court of first instance, 
vize the presbytery. 


(3) The GeAe declares its judicial mind when formally 

~ ‘gonstituted by moderator as court of Jesus Christ,' This was not 
done hast May, the action being merely a viva voce motion put and 

carried. : 


(4) GeAe can only formulate organic ise. constitutional 
law euena. with pres byteries 2/3 being in agreement. 


(5) The action of GeAs in re Inds Bas last may was as 
I see it an administrative direction, and neither a judicial decision 
nor ye a constitutional proncuncement, and therefore something 
to be reviewed in the courts as need arise. 


(6) I ouarrelY with the initial declaration of the 
Sew Brunswidc Presbytery (mof¥ mine by the way). was their refusal 
to allow the GA. action of last May to be calied in question. 
The ery I have mard all along from organization somrees has been 
that this was ‘merely an administrat ive matter'. If so it is subject 
to judicial survey. 


Please check me where you think I am weone, 
Yiurs very sincerely, 
The ReveDre MeAeMatt hews, 


First Presbyterian Church y 
Seattle, Wash. 


me ee 


Hirst Preshyteriun Church 


Henttle, Washington 


March 21, 19355. 


Rev. Stewart M. Robinson, D. D. 
Elizabeth, N. J. 


My dear Brother: 


Have just received The Presbyterian and notice 

your editorial on the case before your presbytery. 

This editorial will do much harm. tis: incorrect 
in principle, controversial, and ought not to have 

been enjected into the situation today. 


You cannot bring about peace, nor can you bring 
about the settlement of an issue if you are go- 
ing to question, ridicule, and discountenance the 
law, the constitution, and the authority of your 
supreme court. 


The General Assembly is not on trial any more than 
the United States Supreme Court is on trial, be- 
cause it rendered the gold decision. Apparently 
from hasty reading of the deliverance of the 

judicial commission of your presbytery they under- 
took to rule on their jurisdiction and also under- 
took to rule on extraneous matters and matters 

that have been excluded by the statute of limitations. 
The public does not draw these distinctions and your 
editorial will add very much to the confusion. 


The constitutionality of the General Assembly cannot 
be brought into question. It does not make any 
difference what the merits or the demerits of the 
subordinate case may be, the General Assembly stands 
unimpeached. 


aa 
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It seems to me you are making a serious mistake 
in writing editorials to kindle the fires of 
this situation. I would suggest you think it 
over and take another view of the matter. Some 
of us who are trying to establish law and order 
and respect for courts, government, and the con- 
stitution, have tried to keep out of this con- 
troversy and to maintain the dignity, position, 
power, and unimpeachable integrity of our con- 
stitution and courts. But if misrepresentations 
and false interpretations are going to be hurled 
into it, you will broaden the breach, widen the 
controversy, and do much harm. 


Will try to send you an article on the Constitution 
in a very short time, but please refrain from 
editorial work that will discredit the church. I 
cannot believe you wrote it because I think you 
know more about the church than this article indi- 
cates. 


With best regards, I am 
Yours very truly, 


W Pcliean—>— 


Poe's This note is to you personally and is 
not for publication, because I am 
writing the article for publication. 


Oye 


= 
_— 


~ 


Girst Presbyterian Church 


Meattle, Washington 


March 28, 1935. 


Rev. Stewart M. Robinson, Editor 
The Presbyterian 

lel? Market Street 

PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


My dear Brother: 
Will reply to your letter of the 24th as follows: 


ale The General Assembly did not sentence men with- 
out a trial. The General Assembly issued a legal 
injunction to prevent the operation of an illegal 
act. A foreign corporation undertook to erect 
itself within the boundaries of the General Assembly, 
to invade the homes, churches, and courts of the 
church, for the purpose of diverting funds, slander- 
ing an institution of the General Assembly, and di- 
verting the attention of the church from the regular 
course in which it was persuing peacefully its work 
to evangelize the world. The General Assembly 
issued an injunction against such. 


rae The General Assembly issued a mandate to its 
ministers and elders, over wnom it has jurisdiction, 
to desist from membership in such a foreign, tres- 
passing organization. It had a perfect right to 
issue the injunction, it had a perfect right to issue 
the mandate. If the mandate is obeyed that ends 

the matter; if the mandate is disobeyed that involves 
a question of contumacy, but the contumacy is a sub- 
sequent act. 


3. The General Assembly in issuing the injunction 
acted within the authority of its constitutional powers. 
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4. The General Assembly in issuing its mandate 
to its ministers and elders over whom it has juris- 
diction acted within its constitutional rights in 
issuing said mandate. 


Ds The lower courts cannot review the acts of the 
Supreme Court. The Supreme Court is the only one 
who can interpret the constitution. 


So much for the answers to your questions regarding 
the constitutional powers of the General Assembly. 

Of course, I do not know anything about what your 
New Brunswick Presbytery did, but if it undertook 

to define its own jurisdiction it had a perfect right 
to so define itself.) ‘And, it in “that deftinitionsis 
stated it had no authority to call in question the 
act of the General Assembly, it was correct. A pres- 
bytery cannot call in question an act of the Supreme 
Court of the church, any more than a justice of the 
peace court could call in question the acts of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. You have to go 
before the Supreme Court of the United States to call 
its actions into question. 


That may be done on an appeal from a verdict, but it 
cannot be done by an initial action in the lower court. 


The point is, the paper has no right to get into this 
controversy. There are no doctrinal questions involved. 
It is a question of polity, a question of law, a 
question of obedience, a question of good government, 

a question of whether or not we are going to recognize 


2 Putt 


« 
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our constitutional, representative form of government. 
The question is whether or not we are going to be good 
obedient, law-abiding citizens within our ecclesiastical 
government. That is the only question before the 
church today. 


All of this other stuff is extraneous matter dragged 
in to deceive the public. If you are going to say 
anything, you should tell them to stop that and get 
down to the question of law and order. 


With best regards, I am 


Your true friend, 


: he Presbyterian Church in the GQnited States of America 
OFFICE OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY 


EXECUTIVE HEAD GENERAL OFFICE 
REV. LEWIS S. MUDGE, D.D., LL.D. March 28, 1955. 514 WITHERSPOON BUILDING 
STATED CLERK PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Rev. Stewart M. Robinson, D.D., Editor 
The Presbyterian, 

1217 Market Street, 

Phila., Penna. 


Dear Dr. Robinson: 


Your courtesy in making so prompt a response to my 
letter of March 27th is much appreciated. Without desiring to 
prolong correspondence and in as kindly a way as I can may I 
draw your attention to the great difference between what you 
wrote in your editorial in the March 28th issue of "The Pres-— 
byterian," page 4, entitled "How Can We Have Constructive 
Discussion," and what is contained in the first paragraph 
of your letter just received. 


In your editorial you state,"galley proofs were read to 
the Board of Foreign Missions." In your letter you state, 
ts member of the Foreign Board told me he had listened to 
long galley proofs which were an answer to the questions which 
the Independent Board was raising." I am sure your acute mind 
will recognize at once the obvious and most important differ- 
ence between your two statements. To say that galley proofs 
were read to the Board of Foreign Missions is one thing and 
that they were read to a member of the Foreign Board is quite 
a different thing. In either case there was a breach of good 
faith, but of course it would be a far greater breach if what 
your editorial states was done, than if what your letter 
states was done. 


What troubles me, of course, is the implications in your 
editorial that there has been something underhanded and unethical 
in connection with procedures to which I have official relation- 
ship and, therefore, I am sure you will pardon my sensitiveness. 


With kind personal regards, believe me 


Yours sincerely, 


> SETER 
Lewis S. Mudge 
Stated Clerk. 


Mareh 30,1935 


Dear Doctor Mudge: MO Man 4 ee 


Perhaps I aid ote male mysolf clear in my lottery 
l understood from my informant, the member of the Foreign 
Board, that he had heard the gH) ey proofs read before the 2 
Soart. All the circumstances, time, place, and surrounding Ye oe 
conversation produced that understanding as well as the : 
remavks themselves. I meant to tell you that exaotly what 
I put inthe editorial was what I understood from this 
PATTY » 

Secondly, there de no ides: in my mind, mer wes 
there any Ra aoe Fe inthe editorial that there was anything 
wunephieal or urderharnég in the proesdure, on your part or that 
of anyone else. I could not imgine such a document peer 
prepared without consulting the Foard of: Poreien: Miss sLons 


I think if you will read over the editor ial apatie 
disarmed of any fear that Iam suspicious of a fault, you will — 
seo that it ise sinoply a atralehteway plea for some g Gheme whereby. 
puslicity oan be given bo interesting and important matt ers 
without sxny tension or fon of velng une t teal | 


Your ‘hand lin, ¢ of your eroondinety airfioult oftice | 
th when: ac the Ass amoly and in the Witherspoon aera always 
t 


botn 
ls ferth my admiration. 


o 
3a, 


Tides ara Tunning in: our Smisek Dhara may be ateore) 
gonvietions and forthright eriticism of policies and all Thats, — 
but please believe me when I say that I have an indominable 
good will and never want e a@ifference of opinion or the pursuit. 
of a2 conscientious oh je a ive ever to disturb a sense of great 
personal friendliness cle kini ness to JOUe : ) 


Il edit my own work and taat of contributors seeking 
to eliminate the merely persoisl element. I have Long cherished 
the story of the two “nglish ade ipa ef Parlianent who fought 
all evening on the floor of the Mouse and thon went off ta 
dine to fathers l have always honed that Pre ha eereene 
eould go that far, and eo bit sar BRAS « ae | 


Yours over si noerely,. 


Dne ReveDrelLewls SeMudge 
Witherspoon Building, 
Philadolphia,, Pennae. 


